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PERSONAL INTEVTEW AGENDA 

(for discussion purposes only) 



1 . Discuss the finality of the action. Note that there were no substantive 
amendments, the amendments were merely for clarification purposes (especially 
claim 18). Thus, the amendment could not have necessitated the new rejection 
and thus the action cannot be made final. See MPEP §706.07(a). 

2. The rejection of the use of the term and/or is not proper, because its usage is not 
indefinite. 

3. There is no teaching in any cited reference that comports with packets being 
routed w by said gateway to said secured domain without said gateway decrypting 
all of the encrypted packets transported during a session". 

4. There is no suggestion in any reference that the packets remain encrypted using 
a wireless encryption protocol through at least one gateway without decryption. 
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